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ACTION ACDA-10 

INFO OCT-01 EUR- 1 2 ISO-OO ACDE-00 SSO-OO NSCE-00 USIE-00 

INRE-00 ERDA-05 CIAE-00 H-02 INR-07 10-10 L-03 

NSAE-00 OIC-02 OMB-01 PA-01 PM-04 PRS-01 SAJ-01 

SAM-01 SP-02 SS-15 TRSE-00 NSC-05 ERDE-00 NRC-05 /088 W 

099771 

OP 141645Z OCT 75 

FM USMISSION NATO 

TO SECSTATE WASHDC IMMEDIATE 4006 

SECDEF WASHDC IMMEDIATE 

INFO USDEL MBFR VIENNA PRIORITY 

AMEMBASSY BONN 

AMEMBASSY LONDON 

USNMR SHAPE 

USCINCEUR 

SECRETUSNATO 5581 

E.O. 11652: GDS 

TAGS: PARM NATO MBFR 

SUBJECT: MBFR: OPTION III: EQUIPMENT LIMITATIONS: SPC MEETING 
OCTOBER 13 

REFS: A. USNATO 5118 DTG 191415Z SEP 75 

B. USNATO 5251 DTG 251759Z SEP 75 

C. USNATO 5527 DTG 101340Z OCT 75 

SUMMARY: AT OCTOBER 13 SPC MEETING ON OPTIONIII, BELGIUM 
AND FRG AGAIN RETURNED TO THE THEME THAT IF AHG SIMPLY DEFERS 
EARLY EASTERN QUESTIONS N WHETHER THERE WILL BE LIMITS 
ON NON US EQUIPMENT, THIS CULD CREATE IMPRESSION IN EASTERN MINDS 
OF ALLIED WILLINGNESS LATER TO DISCUSS LIMITS ON NON US EQUIPMENT. 
UK ALSO INDICATED NEED FOR FUTHER WORK ON THIS POINT, BUT IN 
TACTICS PAPER. ALLIES NEVERTHELESS AGREE THAT AHG SHOULD NOT 
RAISE THE QUESTION, AND SHOULD SEEK TO AVOID PREMATURE 
DISCUSSION OF CEILINGS ISSUES. ACTION REQUESTED: SEE PARA 1 1 
SECRET 
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BELOW. END SUMMARY. 

1. SPC DISCISSION OF OPTION III ON OCTOBER 13 CENTERED 

ALLIED RESPONSE TO EARLY EASTERN QUESTIONS RE LIMITATIONS ON NON 
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US EQUIPEMTENT, AIR MANPOWER, AND 

APPROPRAITE DEFINITION F THE COMMON CILING. LATTER TWO SUBJECTS 
REPORTED SEPTEL. 

2. BELGINA REP (WILLOT) AGAIN RAISED THE QUESTION OF ALLIED 
RESPONSE TO EARLY EASTERN QUESTIONS RE LIMITATIONS ON NON US 
EQUIPMENT. HE SAID THE ALLIES CANNOT REPLY TO SUCH QUESTIONS 
SIMPLY BY SAYING THAT THEY ARE WILLING TO DISCUSS ARMAMENTS 
LIMITATIONS AFTER THE PRINCIPLES OF REDUCTIONS HAVE BEEN 
EXPLORED. SUCH AN ANSEER TO A SPECIFIC QUESTION RAISED BY THE 
EAST ABOUT NON US EQUIPMENT LIMITATIONS WOULD CREATE THE 
IMPRESSION OF WILLINGNESS TO CONSIDER LIMITING NON US 
EQUIPENT. HE SAID THAT IF PARA 10 OF THE DRAFT GUIDANCE (TEXT 
IN REF A) WERE MOVED INTO PARA 5, BELGIUM CULD NOW DROP THE 
PRESENT BRACKETED LANGUAGE IN PARA 5 ON MANPOWER LIMITATIONS, AND 
COULD ACCEPT THE SECOND BRACKETED PHRASE IN PARA 10 ("THE 

ONLY ACCEPTABLE LIMITATIONS ON NON US ALLIES, ETC.”). 

3. US REP ( MOORE) EXPRESSED THE HOPE THAT SPC COULD LEAVE 
PARA 5 ALONE, SINCE AT ONE POINT SPC HAD AGREED TO THE PRESENT 
FRG WORDING OF PARA 5 (PARA 4, REF B). THE FRG WORIDING WAS 
COMPLETELY NEUTRAL, AND DID NOT IMPLY A WILLINGENESS TO 
CONSIDR PARTICULAR LIMITATIONS. PREMATURE USE OF PARA 10 
COULD PUT THE ALIES IN THE MIDST OF A DISCUSSION OF LIMITATINS 
ISSUES. 

4. ITALIAN REP ( CIARRAPICO) AGAIN PROPOSED DELETING BOTH OF 

THE BRACKEDTED PHRASES IN PARA 10, AND BELGINA REP CONTINUED TO 
MAINTAN THAT THIS WAS UNACCEPTABLE, SINCE SOME REFERENCE TO 
THE MANPOWER LIMITATIONS WAS ESSENTIAL. 

5. UK REP (BAILES) SAID THAT UK, LIKE THE US, PREFERRED THE 

NON COMMITAL FRG WORDING IN PARA 5. HOWEVER, THE UK BELIEVED 
THAT THE ALLIES SHOULD NOT NOW DECIDE THAT THE AHG MUST IN ALL 
CIRCUMSTANCES NOT TELL THE EAST, IN RESPONE TO EARLY 
EASTERN QUESTION, THAT LIMITATIONS ON NON US 
EQUIPEMNT ARE UNACCEPTABLE TO THE ALLIES. 

SECRET 

PAGE 03 NATO 05581 141739Z 

LONDON COLD IMAGINE THAE EAST SAYING THAT IT 
COULD NOT PROVIDE AN INSTRUCTED RESPONE ON OPTION III UNLESS 
THE EAST KNEW WHAT TO EXPECT RE CONSTRAINTS. UK WISHED TO 
PROPOSE THE FOLLOWING FOOTNOTE: " THE HANDLING OF THE DISCUSSION 
WITH THE EAST ON CONSTRAINTS" INCLUDING THE USE OF POINTS IN 
PARAS 6-10 BELOW WILL BE ADDRESSED IN A SEPARATE PAPER ON 
NEGOTIATING STRATEGY." FRG REP (HOYNCK) REQUESTED THAT THIS 
FOOTNOTE BE BRACKETED, SHILE SPC DISCUSSED THE ISSUE IN 
THE CONTEXT OF THE PRESENT DRAFT GUIDANCE. 

6. BELGIAN REP SAID THAT HE WISHED TO PROPOSE, IF PARA 10 

WERE NOT MOVED INTO PARA 5, THE FOLLOWING AMENDMENT OT PARA 5. 
AFTER THE WORD " REDUCTIONS" IN THE FRG WORDING (PARA 4, 
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REF B), INSERT " WHICH GIVE RISE TO LIMITATION". US REP POINTED 
OUT THAT SPC HAD CONSIDERED SIMILAR WORDING ALREADY, HAD 
FOUND THAT IT WOULD LEAD TO RASING OTHER KINDS OF LIMITATIONS 
PREMATURELY AS WELL, AND HAD NOT ACCEPTED SUCH WORDING. FRG REP 
SAID THAT ALTHOUGH FRG AHD WITHDRAWN AT PREVIOUS MEETINGS 
ITS PROPOSAL FOR PARA 5 SIMILAR TO THAT JUST PROPOSED BY 
BELGIUM, AND HAD ALSO WITHDRAWN ITS PROPOSAL TO MOVE PARA 10 
INTO PARA 5, THESE BELGIAN PROPOSAL S WERE WITHIN THE LIMITS 
OF FRG FLEXIBILITY. FRG FOR ITS PART WISHED TO PROPOSE 
AMENDING THE BEGINNING OF PARA 10 TO READ AS 
FOLLOWS: "IF, AT ANY POINT IN THE NEGOTIATIONS AFTER THE 
POINTS IN PARA 5 ABOVE HAVE BEEN MADE, THE EAST ASKS FOR 
LIMITATIONS ON ALLIED NON US EQUIPMENTS. ..ETC." US 
REP POINTED OUT THIS PHRASE COULD STILL GET THE ALLIES INTO A 
SULL FLEDGED DISCUSSION OF LIMITATIONS ISSUES EARLIER THAN THEY 
WISHED. 

7. BEGIN COMMENT: THE FACT THAT THE ALLIES DEEP RETURNING 
TO THIS ISSUE IS AN INDICATION OF THEIR CONCERN THAT THE 

EAST WILL ASK AT AN EARLY STAGE IF THERE WILL BE LIMITS ON NON US 
EQUIPMENT.AND THAT SIMPLY DEFERRING THE ALLIED RESPONSE 
COULD CREATE THE IMPRESSION INEASTERN MINDS OF WILLINGNESS 
TO CONSIDER SUCH LIMITS. BELGIUM FRG AND UK AGREE THAT TH AHG SHOULD 
NOT RAISE THE QUESTION, AND THEY AGREE THAT THE AGH SHOULD 
SEEK TO AVOID PREMATURE DISCUSION OF CEILINGS ISSUES, BUT 
THEY ALSO FEEL THAT THE AHG MUST DO SOMETHING MORE THAN SIMPLY 
DEFER THE QUESTION (HOWEVER, IT IS NOT CLEAR FROM THE UK FOOTNOTE 
WHAT EXACTLY THE UK WANTS TO DO). IT SHOULD BE NOTED 
SECRET 
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THAT THE FRG VERSION OF PARA 5 (PARA 4, REF B) WHICH THE US HAS 
ACCEPTED, IS AS NEUTRAL ON TE QUESTION OF WHICH ARMAMENTS 
WOULD BE LIMITED AS THE ORIGIANAL US PARA 5. THE FRG VERSION 
SIMPLY DELETED THE PRECISE EASTERN QUESTION WHICH THE US VERSION 
HAD ANTICIPATED ("IN RESPONSE TO A QUESTION FROM EASTERN 
NEGOTIATORES AS TO WHETHER REDUCTION OF ARMAMENTS ENTAIL 
LIMITATINS ON ARMAMENTS REDUCED, ETC."). 

8. THE TEXT FOR PARA 3 OF THE DRAFT GUIDANCE UNDER BILATERAL 

US -FRG DISCUSSION DOES CONTAIN A PHRASE WHICH SHOULD HELP MEET 
THE SPECIFIC ALLIED CONCERN DESCRIBED IN PARA 7 ABOVE, IE 
THE PHRASE :" IF FURTHER PRESSED CONCERNING NON US ALLIED 
EQUIPMENT, THE ALLIES SHOULD MAKE CLEAR AS APPROPRAITE THAT TNON 
US ALLIED EQUIPMENT IS NOT PART OF THE NATO OFFER". WE HAVE 
POINTED OUT THE RELEVANCE OF THIS PHRASE TO FRG REP, BUT HE IS 
NOT SURE THAT IT WILL DO THE TRICK. IN ANY EVENT, BELGIUM, 

RATHER THAN FRG, IS NOW TAKING THE LEAD ON THIS ISSUE. 

9. WE WOULD SUGGEST PROPOSING THE SENTENCE QUOTED IN PARA 8 
ABOVE. TO FOLLOW THE FRG SENTENCE IN PARA 5 (PARA 4, REF B). 

IT IS NOT NECESSARY TO AWAIT CONCLUSION OF THE US FRG BILATERAL 
DISCUSSION, SINCE BOTH COUNTRIES AGREE ON THAT PARTICUALR 
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SENTENCE. THE SENTENCE COUD STILL APPEAR, IN ADDITION. 

IN THE REDUCTINS CONTEXT OF PARA 3. 

10. THE UK FOOTNOTE IS FURTHER INDICATION OF UK INTEREST IN A 
PAPER ON NEGOTIATING STRATEGY. END COMMENT 

1 1 . ACTION REQUESTED: IN TIME FOR SPC MEETING THURSDAY, OCTOBER 
16 (IN ADDITION TO COMMENT ON OTHER POINTS PREVIOUSLY REQUESTED)" 

A. WASHINGTON COMMENT ON OUR SUGGESTION IN PARA 9 

ABOVE. AS WELL AS ANY FURTHER COMMENT WASHINGTON MAY WISH TO 
MAKE ON BELGIAN PROPOSAL IN PARA 2 AND FRG PROPOSAL IN PARA 6 
ABOVE. 

B. COMMENT FOR THE ALLIES ON THE TACTICS PAPER WHICH THE 
US HAS UNDERTAKEN TO DO, IN LIGHT OF PARAS 9-10. REF C. 

STREATOR 

SECRET 


« END OF DOCUMENT » 
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